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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is responsive to a REQUEST FOR CONTINUED 
EXAMINATION entered February 22, 2010 for the patent application 10/829528. 

Status of Claims 

2. Claims 1-12 were rejected in the last Office Action dated November 23, 2009. As 
a response to the previous office action, Applicant has Amended claim 1 . 

Claims 13-56 were withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1 .142(b) as being drawn to a non-elected invention. 

Claims 1-12 now remain under consideration in this Office action. Applicant is 
reminded that the non-elected claims 13-56 must be canceled from this application if the 
office finds that the claims 1-12 under consideration are allowable and the application in 
condition for allowance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1 -1 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by Ozaki 
(U.S. Publication Number: 2002/0032495). 
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As to independent claim 1, Ozaki discloses a method of managing a machinery 
monitoring system (e.g., production management system) including a database of at 
least one rule set (e.g., rule set for each apparatus or a group of pieces of apparatus) 
(see Abstract), the rule set including at least one rule expressed as a relational 
expression of a real-time data output relative to a real-time data input (e.g., dispatch 
rule thus feeding back the change to control of real physical distribution) (see Abstract), 
the relational expression being specific to a plant asset (e.g., rule set for each 
apparatus) (see Abstract), said method comprising: 

importing, by an end user (e.g., dispatch rule updated by means of setting 
performed by a user) (see Paragraph [0061]), data representative of a rule set into the 
machinery monitoring system (e.g., dispatch rule), the data including rule set full 
operand relative path information (e.g., equipment path for each device or process) (see 
Paragraph [0033] and [0124]); 

applying the at least one rule set to a specific plant asset (e.g., rule set for each 
apparatus or a group of pieces of apparatus) that is monitored by a plant monitoring and 
control system (e.g., production management system) (see Abstract) wherein the at 
least one rule set is configured to locate the data input using at least a portion of the full 
operand relative path information (e.g., apparatus path defined for each device or 
process) (see Paragraph [0033] and [0124]); 

determining a data output of the at least one rule set using the at least one 
relational expression and the data input (e.g., dispatch rule thus feeding back the 
change to control of real physical distribution) (see Abstract); 
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transmitting the data output to at least one of the machinery monitoring system 
and the plant monitoring and control system (e.g., production controller dynamically 
changes a dispatch rule set for each apparatus or a group of pieces of apparatus having 
a same function, thus feeds back the change to control of real physical distribution) (see 
Paragraph [0020]); and 

determining, by the at least one of the machinery monitoring system and the 
plant monitoring and control system, a health (e.g., production flow, interrupts, bottle 
necking) of the plant asset based on the data output (e.g., efficient physical distribution) 
(see Paragraph [0149]-[0150]). 

As to dependent claim 2, Ozaki teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
further comprising executing at least one of an event type (e.g., scheduling of events 
according to a desired physical distribution rule) (see Paragraph [0012]) and an 
actionable information text set (e.g., an example in which data pertaining to a lot are 
formatted as a line of text data and the lot data are transported between containers) 
(see Figure 2 and Paragraph [0045]). 

As to dependent claim 3, Ozaki teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
wherein importing data representative of a rule set comprises receiving the rule set as 
an Extended Mark-up Language file (e.g., XML) (see prior art claim 11). 

As to dependent claim 4, Ozaki teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
wherein importing data representative of a rule set comprises receiving the rule set via 
at least one of an e-mail and a CD-ROM (e.g., production controller connected online to 
the production line by way of the LAN) (see Paragraph [0033]). 
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As to dependent claim 5, Ozaki teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
wherein importing data representative of a rule set comprises importing the rule set into 
a rule set library (e.g., database) (see Paragraph [0150]). 

As to dependent claim 6, Ozaki teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
wherein the plant monitoring and control system is one of a plurality of plant monitoring 
and control systems operated by a business enterprise (e.g., production management 
system) (see Abstract), said importing data representative of a rule set comprises (e.g., 
dispatch rule) (see Abstract): 

creating a base rule set based on a specific plant asset type (e.g., rule set for 
each apparatus or a group of pieces of apparatus) (see Abstract); 

editing the base rule set to create a plant asset specific rule set (e.g., production 
controller dynamically changes a dispatch rule set for each apparatus or a group of 
pieces of apparatus having a same function, thus feeds back the change to control of 
real physical distribution) (see Paragraph [0020]); and 

transmitting the rule set to the machinery monitoring system (e.g., dispatch rule) 
(see Abstract). 

As to dependent claim 7, Ozaki teaches a method in accordance with claim 6 
wherein importing data representative of a rule set further comprises testing the plant 
asset specific rule set using at least one of plant asset design data, plant asset 
maintenance history, plant asset off-line analysis, and empirical testing (e.g., test) (see 
Paragraphs [0018] and [0149]). 
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As to dependent claim 8, Ozaki teaches a method in accordance with claim 6 
wherein editing the base rule set to create a plant asset specific rule set comprises 
(e.g., production controller dynamically changes a dispatch rule set for each apparatus 
or a group of pieces of apparatus having a same function, thus feeds back the change 
to control of real physical distribution) (see Paragraph [0020]): 

selecting a condition to be detected, the condition being detectable using 
parameters monitored by the plant monitoring and control system (e.g., boundary-value 
condition for determination of a bottlenecking apparatus) (see Paragraph [0088]); 

creating a relative path to the parameters (e.g., worldwide web www) (see 
Paragraph [0135]); 

selecting operands to process the parameters (e.g., converting the condition) 
(see Paragraph [0135]); and 

creating relative path to the output data (e.g., computation result into HTML and 
the worldwide web www server function) (see Paragraph [0135]). 

As to dependent claim 9, Ozaki teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
wherein applying the rule set to a specific plant asset comprises resolving the operands 
for at least one rule in the rule set (e.g., equipment path for each device or process) 
(see Paragraph [0033] and [0124]). 

As to dependent claim 10, Ozaki teaches a method in accordance with claim 8 
further comprising: 
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creating a conditionally executable at least one of an event type and an 
actionable information text set using the selected operands (e.g., scheduling of events) 
(see Paragraph [0012]); and 

appending the created at least one of an event type and an actionable 
information text set to the rule set (e.g., scheduling of events according to a desired 
physical distribution rule) (see Paragraph [0012]). 

As to dependent claim 11, Ozaki teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 
wherein the plant monitoring and control system is one of a plurality of plant monitoring 
and control systems operated by a business enterprise (e.g., production management 
system) (see Abstract), said importing the rule set into the server system comprises 
(e.g., dispatch rule) (see Abstract): 

selecting a rule set from at least one rule set applied to at least one of the 
plurality of plant monitoring and control systems (e.g., rule set for each apparatus or a 
group of pieces of apparatus) (see Abstract); and 

transmitting the selected rule set from the at least one of the plurality of business 
enterprise plant monitoring and control systems to the plant monitoring and control 
system (e.g., dispatch rule) (see Abstract). 

As to dependent claim 12, Ozaki teaches a method in accordance with claim 1 1 
further comprising editing a rule set by the business enterprise user after the rule set is 
applied on the plant monitoring and control system (e.g., production controller 
dynamically changes a dispatch rule set for each apparatus or a group of pieces of 
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apparatus having a same function, thus feeds back the change to control of real 
physical distribution) (see Paragraph [0020]). 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's amendment and arguments January 25, 2010 have been fully 
considered. The amendment does not overcome the original art rejection and the 
arguments are not persuasive. The following are the Examiner's observations in regard 
thereto. 

Applicant Argues: 

Nowhere does Ozaki describe nor suggest determining a health of a plant asset. 
Rather, the output of Ozaki is limited to a decision regarding the physical distribution of 
material. 

Examiner Responds: 

Examiner is not persuaded. See office action above for an example of prior art 
anticipation of the newly presented claim limitation. Under such considerations, the 
prior art anticipates the claims as written. If the above interpretation of a plant asset is 
incorrect, examiner suggests further limiting the claim to further define a plant asset 
and/or applicant's invention. 

Applicant Argues: 

Ozaki references an equipment path, but fails to describe or suggest that the equipment 
path is relative or that the equipment path is used by a rule set to locate data input. 

Examiner Responds: 
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Examiner is not persuaded. See prior art Abstract for "rule set for each apparatus or a 
group of pieces of apparatus" and Paragraph [0033] and [0124] for "an apparatus path 
defined for each device or process." Under such considerations, the prior art 
anticipates that the equipment path is relative or that the equipment path is used by a 
rule set to locate data input. 



Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tejal J. Garni whose telephone number is (571) 270- 
1035. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Albert DeCady can be reached on (571) 272-3819. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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